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Dear Sir: 

Applicants hereby submit the following interview summary and request for 
withdrawal of the Advisory Action mailed on April 15, 2010. 



The currently pending Office Action was mailed on January 6. 2010. The Office 
Action has a check mark in box 2a and 2b, indicating that the Office Action is both final and 
non-final. 

On January 13, 2010, an employee of King & Spalding. Scott Richard, contacted the 
Examiner to clarify the classification of the Office Action. As is standard business practice. 
Mr. Richard made a contemporaneous notation in the file that reads: "1/13/10 - Per 
discussion with Examiner Patel, rejection is NON-FINAL. - SMRT This conversation was 
also relayed orally to the undersigned attorney. 
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On March 15, 2010. the undersigned attorney for Applicants participated in an 
interview with Examiner Patch The undersigned attorney's summary of this interview is as 
follows: 

fhc undersigned presents* tit | xxsed \rn tdm ts 
(previously faxed to Examiner Patei). Examiner Patel' 
presented his high-level view of the prior art. including cited 
references and general Know ledge of networking protocols, and 
explained the impact of KSR on the analysis. The undersigned 
attorney inquired as to any recommendations the Examiner 
might provide and received none. The Examiner indicated that 
he would submit an interview summary. 

On March 24, 2010, the Examiner mailed an interview Summary directing the 
undersigned to submit his own summary of the March 15 interview in the office action 
response or within 30 days. 

Also on .March 24, 20(0, without knowledge of the Interview Summary submitted by 
Examiner Patel. the undersigned submitted a response to the January 13, 2010 Office Action 
noting the interview and indicating the undersigned's belief that the Examiner would submit 
an interview summary and ottering to submit one if needed. 

On April 15, 2010, an Advisory Action was mailed referring to the January 13, 2010 
Office Action as being final. 

On April 20. 2010, the undersigned attorney left a voicemail for Examiner Patel and 
Examiner Patel promptly returned the call. The undersigned explained the problem with the 
January 13. 2010 Office Action. In response, the Examiner acknowledged that an Advisory 
Action was not proper. Further, the Examiner requested this interview summary and 
indicated that he would withdraw the Advisory Action and submit a final rejection or other 
communication. 
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CONCLUSION 



Applicants have submitted the required interview summary. In addition. Applicants 
believe that the Advisory Action is improper and respectfully request its withdrawal. 

Applicants believe no fees are due; however, should the Commissioner deem that any 
additional lees are due. including any fee-; for any additional evasions ><f u the 
Commissioner is hereby authorized to debit said tees from deposit account number 50-4871. 

If there are any matters concerning this Application that may be cleared up in a 
telephone conversation, please contact Applicants* attorney at 5 i 2.457-203 i . 



>1 \l> ol" » i >EM I to 

iv) u,( Si o OjV , 1 [ E 

CUSTOMER ACCOUNT NO. 86528 

512.457.2031 

512.457.2100 (fax* 



Respectfully submitted. 
KING & SPALDING LLP 
Attorney for Applicants 




Truman I I. Fenton 
Registration No. 64,766 



